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R.: IES ~IA RP2.01 and IESNA RP33-99

These I\ ..0 documents, published by JESNA contain some overtipping and seemingly conflicting
recommllndattons. I would like to take thls oppol1unity to explain how these came to be. and add some
interpretaltion, or information that can be used in interprG'tation

RP33 W;t$ published in 1999. It was written by the ~tdoor Environmental Lighting Committee. Thit

committ!e's focus Is on the visual use and enJOYm3" of the nighttime envirooment. One of the
com.mitt !8'8 tasks was to harmonIze the various u of the ~tdOOrenviron~nts. such as roadways,
plrklng clts. p8rkl, sports. commercial Inter8ltl .nd ItronomlC81 observ8tonel. The uses are thus
disparat '. making "harmony" a difficult ta$k. The make-up of the committee is of Designers.
ManlJfaf1urers. and other Inter8.ted parties such as educators. re8earchers and special interest
organizltionl. This document wes balloted et the COlr1mittee level, the Technical ReView Council and the
BO8fd 01 Oirectore.

RP2 wa! I published in 2001. It wes written by the Merchendising Lighting Committee, This eommittee'6
rocUIII :.n ~ ~.t Ut. or lighting in th. ~rchandj8ing and RetaIl applIcatIons. Thi5 committee's work
repre&8f llta the definitive knowledge on lighting to ~hance retail spact1S and encourage atI parts of the
retail pn ~:els. The ~e-up of the committee II Dellgners. M8nufacturert and other int8r8at8d partl..
such as ~!ducators and researchers. This document was balloted at the committee level. the Technical
RevIew ' :;ouncil end the Board of Directors. It was then forwarded to the ANSI Board of Standard.
Review. \mere it w.. exposed for public re:vi8W. ANSJ th.n rev!ewed oomments from the public. the
IESNA E ;~J8rd of Directors. the TechnIcal Review Council and the Merchandise lighting Committee.
Furthem1ore. ANSI reviewed III of thebllJoting, response and resolution of comments. Including the
make-.uJ t and balance of the committee. It became en ANSI Standard Practice.

The rec(~mmendations that overlap or appeer to be inl conflict cen be found in the outdoor merchandising
area, IP llCifical[ly on outdoor automobile &ai.6 loti ~ petroleum &tattons.
In slmphl terms. each committee brought their unique focus in the priorities of design crit.na for these
lighting ilPPlications. RP33 recommend$ illuminance values that are far ~r than RP2. This is bec8uu
the .nVilc>nm.nt W81 their top priOrity. Th8H valU88 &tiD have merit in non-commeft:i81 areas where the
enyironr lent is the top prIority of the users of those areas. RP2 recon:lmend$ higher values than RP33
bec8UH the top priority for that commIttee was to help develop lIghting ~Igns that would enable retail
commer :~I businesses to compete favorably in areas with other commercial bU&ineuH. The6e hig her
values h lIve merit in developed commercial areas where commercIal interetts hold the top priority .If one
were for :ed to ralionallze the two .." of Illuminance recommendatiofls. the total range shoutd be



e)(pandi\1j to include the highest values from RP2 and the lowest value$ of RP33. This then requires the
designe; to take the utmost care in selecting values closest to those fining the "norm" in the area around
U1ese bluiinesses.
To re&tr c:t the upper limit of lighting levels can be a good thing, if It does not unreasonably restrict the
trade of II commercial business in the presence of "grand fathered. competitive businesses, In the
absenc., of statutes requiring these busine$ses to all comply with the same lighting standard, the b1.1liness
plans of rlew retaIl enterprises can become untenable,


